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April 10, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell.

As a concerned individual, I am wiiting %o express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

T do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FRI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement ta look through.

I am very concerned that this recuiliement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect 1nformation betwe2n sources like phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access pur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide thys sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicsation technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thuougnts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Francisca tjram
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April 10, 2004 . . '

FCC Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commissian

445 12th Street SW '
Washington, D€ 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concernsd 1ndividual, I am writing to express my apposition to the ,
Cepartment of Justice s regquest that 211 new Internet communication services be
required to have built-i1n wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems wround
gavernment eavesdropping. Tt 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new hames be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to loak threough.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around .
Cangress., Llawmakers, after extensive deiiberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key toc our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eyven rogue government agents to access our personal communicaticns past
efforts to nrovide this sort of hackdoor access have not heen succ&sgfur and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers. '

1
Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-=in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Frances<a Guido
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April 9, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Cammission ‘
445 12th Street SW

Washington, BC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built-in wiretapsing access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalert of the government regquiring al)
new homes be burlt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process cro alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real petential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications Past
efforts to previde this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
anly <reated a rich oppertunity for hackers.

Once again, I urae you to oppose the dangerous sugdestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughis on this matter.

Sincerely,

Teal Church
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April 9, 2004 .

FCC Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Cemmission ‘
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20454,

FCC chairman Powell:
fis & concerned individual, T am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Intermet communication services be
requited to have built-in wiretapping access.,

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to caonduct surveillance. The FEI is going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the ndustry to actually build its systems around
covernment eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be builf with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information betwesn sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 11ke e-mail. The FEI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bajlance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our'personal communications. the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications pPast
efforts to provide this sort of backdoer access haye not been successful and.
only created a rich apportunmity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technotogies should have built-~in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

mike rosen
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April 8, 2004

FCC Chatrman Michael Powel]

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street SW . ' '
washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet <aommunication services be
reguired to have built-1n wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary., Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI s going far beyond these existinc
powers by trying tao force the Industry to actually bulld its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the egquivalent of the goverament requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cencerned that this requireément represents an end-run around .
Condress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government 1s <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogdue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to preovide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful» and
cnly created a rich apportunity for hackers. ‘ ' e

t
Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sucgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

T ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Fred Mills
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April 8, 2004 : ' T ¢

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my agpposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt-in wiretapping access.

I dp not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is qoing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems ‘around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephule for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement‘represents an end-run around s
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberatians, set up boundaries for how
the £BI can collect informatron between sources like phone companies and data
spurces Tike e-mail. The FBI s agaressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative proc<ess to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persanal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access hsve not, been successful end
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers,

!
Once again, 1 urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet comrunic<ation technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Andrew York
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April 5, 2004

FCC Chairman Michas]l Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—-in wiretapping access,

I do not bhelieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The F8I is going far beyond these existing
rowers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring ail
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extencsive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect 1nformation between sources 1ike phone c<ompanies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
covernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EVen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Pact
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers '

Gnee again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication techmologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I loak forward ta hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mark Persons
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' 1
FCC Chajrman Michael Powell
tederal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW ‘ ‘ ot
washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fis a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveilliance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems ‘arounc
government eavesdropping. It 15 the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to losok through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around o
Congress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone <ompanies and data
sgurces Jike e-mai1l. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the 1aw
would bypass the legislative prccess to aiter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rcocgue government agents ta access our persanal communicatians Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and

cnly created a rich opportunity for hackers.
!

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous sugeestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Neil Gorsuch
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April.7, 2004 : . . N

FCC Charrman Michael Duwé]?

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street SW - : ' -
Washington, DC 20554 .

|

FCC Chairman Powell: '

As @ concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the ,
Department of Justice s request that all new, Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

1 dp nat believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
rowers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems 'around
covernment eavesdropping It 75 the equivalent of the government reguiripg all
rnew homes be built with a peephoie for law enforcement to logk through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
spurces Jike e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to ocur personal communications, the
covernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EVen rogue government agents to access our persona1 communications Pact
efforts to' provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful’ and
cnly created a rich opportumity faor hackers '

!
Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sucggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Harace Warner
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April ?, 2004

FCC Chatrman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commissian C
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20954

FCC Chalrman Powell;

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have bullt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 1s necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Seryice Providers and Internet telephcone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct survelllance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to farce the industry to actually build jts systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he bullt with a peephole for law enforcement to Yook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information hetween sources like phaone companies and data
sources 1ike e-ma1l. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
covernment is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
EvYen rogue government agents to access our personal communicatians. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers

Cnce zgain, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet commumication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

John Meiniczek
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April 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554,

FCC Chairman Powell:
As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access _
1 do not believe this requirement is necessary., Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
sowers by trying to ferce the industry to actually burld its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to louk through.

T am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sour<es 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our-'personal communications, the
government is creating the wvery real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal <ommunications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful .and
only created a rich opportumity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Nadia Sindy
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April 7, 2004 - . . '

FCC Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street SW - -t
Washington, DC 20954 .

FCC Chalrman Powell. ' '

As a concerned tndividual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt—1n wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. iongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allcw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems ‘around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBT can <oilect information between sources like phone companies and dzata
sogurces like e-mai) The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EVENn rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Pact
efforts ta provide this sart of backdaar access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers. '

1
Once again, I urae you to oppose the dangerous sudgestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

teonard Adame
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April 7, 2004 '

FCC Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communicatians Commission o
445 12th Street SW ‘

Washington, DC 20594,

FCC Chairman Powell:
As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access. '

What are you? onéurs? Cet your noses out of our bedrooms immediately!!!
I°ve never thought Cecrge Orwell’s "1984" could become true in the US but with
reople like Ashcroft at the DOJ and Powel] at the FCC we are right there.

And we all know this isn’t .about terrorists, this is about certain 1ndividuals
wanting contraol over all people.

This must stop immediately.

I used to be a blind'supporter of the FBI and the US Government in general but
ever since the jntroduction of NAZI-Tike spying methods such as the PATRIOT ACT
and 1ts successor b11T I have now become scared to .even go to the bathroom.
This is not funny.

The FBI is going far beyand thece ex1sting powers by trying to force the
industry to actually build its systems around government eavesdropping. It is
the equivalent of the government reguiring all new homes be burlt with a v
reephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EVEN rogue gaovernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
ocnly created a rich eopportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you ta appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have built-in

wiretapping.

1 ask for a response from you in this matter. My prefered response would be the
resignation of thelr jobs by Mr. Ashcroft and Mr. Powell.

Regards,

Rusen Brown



Fri 03 Aapr 2004 05 30 27 PM EDT P

TRET CRgier :
400 NE Colorado
Fullman, WA 39163

April 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michas]l Powel]

Federal Communications Commission '
445 12th Street SW ‘

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:
As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access

I do not be]jeve thic reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Froviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the yndustry to actually build 1ts systems around
covernment eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be burlt with a3 ‘peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguiremant represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone <ompanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to altter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential fer hackers and thieves or
eVEN rogue gavernment agents ta access gur persunal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdgor =access have not been successfyl.ang
only created a rich opportunity far hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department ef
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
witetapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jeff Deeter
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April 7, 2004 ‘ I d

FCC Chalrman Michael Powél]

Federal Communications Ccmmwsswﬁn

445 12th Street SW ' c
Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chailrman Powell: ' ‘

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the '
Cepartment of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually bulld jts systems around
gavernment eavesdropping It 1s the equivalent of the gobernment requiring all
new homes he built with & peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around °*
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
saurces 1ike s-mail., The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the lal
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful batance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
Even raogue government agente to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to'provide this sort of backdoor access have not bheen succesgfu] znd

only created a rich apportunity for hackers,
!

Once agaln, I urge you to oppose the danderous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sarah Rentzel
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FCC Chairman Michael Powé11

Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW ' ' ' ot
Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell: ‘

As @ cancerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the )
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this recuirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allcw
the FBI to <onduct survelilance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the wndustry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping It 15 the equivalent of the government requirirg all
rew homes he bu1lt with s peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around .
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail The fBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
covernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persona1 communicatipons. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access haye not been successful and
only created a rich opportunmity for hackers, '

1
Once again, T urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-1n
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on, thi1s matter.

Sincerely,

Joanne Blinn
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Apral 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commissian o
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not belyeve this reguirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance., The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone <ompanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
covernment 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eEven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful,and
cnly created a rich opportunity far hackers. ‘

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technp1ugies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Alex1s Wiles
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April 7. 2004 ‘ : . '

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)

Federal Communicatians Commissian
445 12th Street SW ' ' : ' oo
Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fis & concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the .
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-+n wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Lengstanding Jaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surverllance. The fBI 1s going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually builld its systems ‘arounc
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the F8I can collect 1nformation hetween saurces 11ke phone companies and data
cources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the 1aw
would bypass the lTegislative process to alter that careful balance.
1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persnna1 communications past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoo; access hgve nut‘been sucoegsfu?\and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers. )

t
Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Interpet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on, this matter.

Sincerely,

merry nelsner
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konar {ultan
9228 SW 209th Street .

Vashon, WA 38G70 '

April 7, 2004 ' ‘ v '
FCC Chairman michae) Powé]]

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street SW . : ' .
Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell: ' '

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express.my opposition to the .
Department of Fustice s request that all new, Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I co not believe this requirement 15 necessary. Longstanding Jaws already
require Internet Service Froviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actuaily build its systems around
government eavesdropping It 1s the eguivalent of the government requirieg all
new homes he bullt with & peephole for Taw enforcement to laok thraugh.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around .

Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FEI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Tike e-ma1l. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that'careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring & master key to our personal communications, the
covernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
Even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatipns Pact

. efforts torprovide this sart of backdoor access Hawe not been successfuf'?nd

only created a rich opportunity for hackers.
t

Once again, I urge you to oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Roger Fulton
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fuwyn  Watimann
1015 Tamis Lynn Court
Kirkwood, MO 53122

fpril 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 2855{

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned indiyidual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Interpet telephone companies te allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the squivalent of the government requiring all
rnew haomes be built with a peephole far Taw enforcemen; to look thraugh.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress iawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our.personal communications, the
covernment s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful , and,
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers '

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.,

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gwyn Wahlmann
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Christina Kasas

123 W82nd St. Apt. 3B
New York, NY 10024

April 7, 2004 ,
FCC Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commissian ‘
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have burlt—in wiretapping access

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws aiready
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually suild 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. (It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with & peephole for law enforcemen; to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master kev to our personal communications. the
government is creating the vety real potential for hackers and thieves or’
EVen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Pact
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers. '
Once again, I urgde you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Départment of
Justice that gur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping. '

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Christina Kasas
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- Teremizah King

474 Gilman road }
Enosburgh Falls, Vermont 05450
|

April 7, 2004 . o '

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW : ‘ ' oo
Washingteon, D€ 20554

' FCC Chairman Powell: '

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the )
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
requized to have built—in wiretapping access

This proposal is contrary to the Bill of Rights and the Constitution of the
United States. I am shocked by the countless acts of high treason being
proposed by our government, the sabotage from within, the mass campaign to
discredit and destroy the Republic. Where does this all end? When vs our
paranold delusicnal federal authority enough for you? When we have upped.the
naz1s, Stalinists and other totalitarian philosophies? W11l 1t end there? Or
is the 1ntent of these draconian measures toc create more terrori1sts? when
pacifists such as myself keep seeing all legitimate avenues of non-violent
dissent taken away, what do you expect us to do then?

I see these moticns for what they are : a corrupt synarchist order of shadow
puppeteers waging a war of attrition against all the disenfranchised, the
peopie of good will who want nothing more than to live peacefully.

If you are wi]]inq to allow these backdoor entries to augment the
unconstitutional intrusions and threats against dissidence which has long been
regular practice, the potential of the internet to truly g]oha1wze the wo?]d
and bring them together 15 lost in a shadow NSA wing of our government,
unaccountable to the people, and these spook NSA types have long proven
themselves to be the biggest foe to Tiberty and freedom.

This message is to let you know that myself and every true hearted Vermonter
will be watching these developments closely and you’11l rever find a gag big
enough to <over such a rabble rousing state as I am from.

I may be an atheijst but that doesn’t prevent me from praying to any god with
all my heartto tear the false, corrupted and wicked Babylon that is the
Natjonal Security State down.

I do not believe this reguirement 15 necessary longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems argunc
government eavesdrapping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect 'nformation between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI < aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
wauld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to aur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves ar
EVen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.
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= Once agaifn, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of

Justice that our new Internet comnunication technologies should have built-in
wlretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts'on this matter. ‘

Sincerely,

Jeremiah King
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E. VEGA

654 W, DAVIS ST
DALLAS, T¥ 75208

April 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission . !
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554,

FCC Chairman Powell:
As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositicn to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt-in wiretapping access,

1 do not beiieve this requirement 1s necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <aompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiilance. The FBI is, going far beyond these existing
pewers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a ‘peephole for law enforcement to Jaok through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that. careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key top our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves ar
even rogue government agents to access gur persanal <ammunications, Past
efforts toc provide this sart of backdgor access have nat been successful snd
only created a rich opportunity for, hackers,

once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have burlt—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

E. VEGA
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Art Hambach
346 S. Commonwealth Ave,
Aurora, IL 60506

April 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commissicn S
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a <oncerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary. Lengstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build i1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguirinrg all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run araound
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for haw
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
spurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
wauld bypass the legislative process ta alter that careful balance.

I understand that by regquiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatians, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdnpq access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-=in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Art Hambach
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Paul Statman

214 Bicknell Avenue, HA

Santa Monica, California 904085

(- I +
April 7, 2004 . o '

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell: .

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my cppesition to the
Gepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems ‘around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run argund
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources iike phone <ompanies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been succesgfuT and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers. o

!
Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Dr. Paul Statman
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Esther Jacohs

4406 SE Taylor
Portland, OR 37215

April 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20554,

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I can’t tell you how alarmed I am that such an outrageous plan is even being
considered.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sthcerely,

Esther Jacobs
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Lisa West
3521 NE ?72nd. St.
Cladstone, MO B4119 ] '

April, 72, 2004 . . .

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell: '

A4s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the .
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
regquired to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reqUire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FB] is goinc far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems Sround
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requirimg all
new homes be built with a peephole for Yaw enforcement to Tosk threough.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund o

Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
squrces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government js creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
ev¥en rogue government agents to access our personal communications Past

. efforts tao provide this sort of hackdoor access hawe not heen succesgfuf'gnd

only created a rich opportunity for hackers.
1

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Lisa West
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wWilliam Martin
1600 Shaftesbury Road
Dayton, Ohio 45406

April 7, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell .
Federal Communications Commission '
445 12th Street SW :

Washingtan, DC 20554,

FCC Chairman Powell:
As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually builld 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haow
the FBI can collect information between sources like phane companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our 'personal communicaticons, the
government is <¢reating the very real potential feor hackers and thieves ar’
gven rogue gevernment agents to access ogur personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportumity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I loak forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

William Martin
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Joel Winograd

N4977 Hwy SS !
Ric, WI 53960

April 7. 2004 . ‘ . .

FCC Chairman Michae)l Powél]

Federal Communicaticns Commission

445 12th Street SW , ! . ' -
washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powg]]: R

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access. '

As a computer pra?essionai, it is quite clear to me that this is a dangerous
idea that will tead to both invasions of privacy and provide a high value
target for hostile intrustion and manipulation.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicationss, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rague government agents to access our persghal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich opportunity for hackets.

I'do not believe this requirement for wiretap access 1S necessary. - '
Longstanding Taws already require Internet Service Providers and Internet
telephone companies to allow the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 3s gcing
far beyaond these existing powers by trying to force 'the industry to actually
build its systems around government eavesdropping. It is the equivaient of the
government reguiring all new homes be built with a peephcle far law enfarcement

ta look through. . . . "

(] R
' R ' [

I am very concerned that this reqguirement represents an end-run aroundt
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading cof the law
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

On¢e again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-1n
wiretapping.

I loak forward to hearing yaur thaughts aon this matter.

Sincerely,

Joel B. Winograd



